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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Species III, Claims 1 , 2, 4 and 5 in the 
reply filed on April 16, 2008 is acknowledged. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 2, lines 1-2 
read " System as in claim 1, characterized in that, in the oblong body". There is no 
antecedent basis for "the oblong body". The examiner presumes this should read -an 
oblong body--. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claim 4 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form because 
the multiple dependent claim is based on multiple claims (1 AND 2) and not alternate 
claims (i.e, 1 OR 2). See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, claim 4 has not been further 

treated on the merits. 

3. Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 5, line 8 
reads "threaded bush (225". The examiner presumes this should read -threaded 
bushing (225)-. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1,2,4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current U.S. 
practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document 
and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. For example, in claim 1, 
applicant claims channel-shaped bar and a plain blind. Examiner does not know how 
the channel-shape is defined or what defines "plain" blind as well. Claim 1 also states 
that the frame is "consisting of bar and corner pieces which is a closed phrase. 
However applicant further includes the kinematic mechanism to be part of the frame in 
claim 2. Are 'devices' and 'pulling devices' different? This is very confusing 
In claim 4, applicant claims a pulling device and a device. It is confusing as to whether 
or not these are different or the same. Claim 5 includes a "shaped bar" and a "bar". It is 
also unclear whether these are the same or different bars. It is unclear what is "pressed 
by the threaded bush" in claim 5 as well. 

What other end?? What end has been disclosed to make something the other end? 
Claim 5 - has one pulling device, and then a pulling device. If they are different, they 
need distinct names - 1st and 2nd, upper and lower, whatever - but they can't both be 
called the same thing. Same problem with 'shaped bar' and 'bar' - 2"^^ occurance of bar 
should be called 'unshaped bar' or something - a bar is confusing. Claim 5 ends with 'a 
pulling device - but antecedent basis problem - a pulling device already in claim 1 , and 
maybe multiple pulling devices in claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Saint Gobain 
FR 1,313,315. 

7. In re claim 1 , with reference to Figures 1 ,2 and 6 Saint Gobain '31 5 discloses a 
system for operating a plain blind comprising: 

• A chamber enclosed by panes of glass (1 )(2) surrounded by a frame (3) 
consisting of channel shaped bars and four corner pieces (12). 

• One end being fixed to a blind roller (4) characterized in that the blind (6) 
is subjected to pulling action by devices (8)(9) acting on its other end. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention Is not Identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the Invention was made. 

9. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saint 
Gobain FR 1,313,315 in viewof Petro 1,274,768. 

10. In re claim 2, the system of Saint Gobain '315 has been discussed above but 
fails to disclose: 

• An oblong body of one corner piece is a kinematic mechanism comprising 
a pair of coplanar pinions meshing with an intermediate idler pinion 
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aligned inside a cavity between to opposing walls of said oblong body, 
containing shaped axial holes surrounded on both faces by collars freely 
turning within the holes on the two walls of the oblong body, there being in 
the holes of the first and second pinions, terminal pins which corresponds 
to the holes of the pulling devices acting on the roller. 

1 1 . With reference to Figure 1 , 2 and 3 Petro 768 discloses: 

• A kinematic mechanism comprising a pair of coplanar pinions (1 1 )(1 0) 
aligned inside a cavity between to opposing walls of said oblong body 
(3)(14), containing shaped axial holes surrounded on both faces by collars 
(bearings 4,5) freely turning within the holes on the two walls of the oblong 
body, there being in the holes of the first and second pinions, terminal pins 
(12)(8) which corresponds to the holes of the pulling devices acting on the 
roller. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the kinematic mechanism as taught by Petro 768 in 
order to allow the spring to be mounted adjacent to the roller such that should the spring 
break or get out of order it can be replaced or repaired, (column 1 , lines 23-28) 

12. It also would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include a third idle pinion between the first and second pinion 
in order to provide a greater or lower gearing affect as would be known in the art and 
since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
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device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bern is Co., 
193 USPQ 8. 

13. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saint 
Gobain FR 1,313,315 in view of Myers et al 3,186,473. 

14. In re claim 5, the system of Saint Gobain '315 and discloses: 

• A center bar (24) fixed to the second end of the blind 
Saint Gobain '315 fails to disclose: 

• The pulling device operating on the second end presents a shaped bar 
fixed to a first end of a cord roller that winds round itself a cord hooked to 
the center of a bar fixed to the second end of the blind. 

• Said cord roller pressed by a threaded bushing fixed to the second end of 
said cord roller that screws into a threaded bar fixed to the frame. 

1 5. With reference to Figure 1 , Myers et al '473 discloses: 

• The pulling device operating on the second end presents a shaped bar 
(62) fixed to a first end of a cord roller (37) that winds round itself a cord 
(43) hooked to the center of the second end of the blind. 

• Said cord roller (37) pressed by a bushing (59) fixed to the second end of 
said cord roller (37, that fits into a bar (45) fixed to the frame. 

16. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the pulling device operating on the second end as taught 
by Myers et al '473 provide a means for pulling the blind by an electric motor winding 
the roller. 
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1 7. The examiner takes Official Notice that it would be known in the art to use a 
threaded connection between the bushing and the bar instead of a friction fit in order to 
provide a more secure connection between them. 

Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Hartshorn 64,101, Sloop et al 4,766,941, Wang 5,172,745, and 
van der Zanden 4,979,552. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEREMY C. RAMSEY whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3133. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:30 am- 
4:00 pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on 571-272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/KATHERINE W MITCHELL/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3634 

/Jeremy C Ramsey/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3634 



